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INTRODUCTION 


THE FREEDOM TO BE 


HUMAN RIGHTS isa much-discussed and a much 
abused concept today. While many men of good will—persons 
committed to the good of mankind—are prepared to give up 
their lives in order to obtain and uphold the right of everyone 
to live a human being, many others do not hesitate to abuse 
this noble right in order to safeguard their own vested inter- 
ests. The fate of the undertrial prisoners who are allowed to 
languish endlessly in our badly maintained prisons is one 
such case. Again in the name of ‘‘objectivity”’ the voice of 
the Harijans against whom atrocities are committed is 
silenced and only the words of those who can exploit the 
situation for their political ends are published. 


‘‘The Freedom of Religion’’ Acts enacted in some States 
of the Indian Union should be viewed within this perspective 
of human rights. Though they pretend to protect the 
Scheduled Castes and Tribes, women and children from the 
inducements offered by missionaries, a careful study would 
indicate that they are infact, anti-Harijan and anti-tribal. 
They are passed mostly in feudal states in which a very big 
number of Harijans and tribals are bonded labourers or are 
otherwise exploited by the landlords and moneylenders. who 
use the noble principle of freedom of religion to prevent the 
exploited groups from receiving an education or finding 
other means of liberation from their state of servitude by 
calling all these efforts ‘inducements’. We consider it an 
insult to the intelligence of the tribals and WHarijans and a 
violation of their human rights to claim that only the money- 
ed classes can take a decision for themselves and that the 
poor, women, Harijans and tribals, are only moved by 
material inducements to change their religion. These groups 
have survived in spite of centuries of oppression and margina- 
lisation by the upper castes and oppressors of this land 


that gives theoretical equality to all but considers some 
groups sub-human only because they were born in a low 


caste. 


These Acts certainly are not the work of all Hindus, 
for we know that the majority among them are very tolerant 
towards other religious groups. A small minority with 
vested interests use these Acts for their own ends. 


The first Freedom of Religion Act was enacted in Orissa 
when a former maharaja was its Chief Minister and the 
second under a feudal Home Minister of Madhya Pradesh. 
Similar bills were introduced by feudal elements in some 
other states but were withdrawn. 


Similarly, the Arunachal Freedom of Religion Act has 
to be viewed within the same perspective. A few fanatical 
elements who have a vested interest in exploiting the tribals 
are using the noble principle of ‘safeguarding the indigenous 
culture”’ in order to keep the Arunachalis in their grip. The 
Act is a danger to national security for it makes the Aruna- 
chalis feel insecure. No country can consider its borders 
Secure as long as there is a sense of insecurity among the 
people living there. 


The principle of religious neutrality is proclaimed in 
public. In practice it is used by the same vested interests to 
discriminate against some religious groups and to show 
favours to some others. We appreciate the noble desire of 
these persons to preserve indigenous culture. The tribals 
have their rich culture that needs to be safeguarded. But it 
is their right and duty to decide what they want to preserve. 
Outsiders have no right to impose their concept of tribal 
culture on the Arunachalis. 


Yet this is what is happening in Aruncha] Pradesh. A 
few individuals with vested interests, have decided what in- 
digenous culture is and have advised that it should be 
safeguarded at all costs and the large group of tribals are 
pressurised into the claim of the vested interests. In the 
process they are methodically Violating the right of the 
tribals to make a choice of their own. 
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Consequently, though in this case discrimination is 
against Christians, the Arunachal situation is not to be taken 
merely as a case of violation of the rights of one community 
but primarily as Suppression of the human right of the 
Arunachali Tribals to decide their own future. Though this 
booklet is published by the Catholic Bishops’ Conference of 
India (CBCI), New Delhi, and the Nationa! Christian Coun- 
cil of India (NCCI), Nagpur, we the Indian Christians feel 
confident that every person who stands for human rights is 
with us to uphold the human rights of the Arunachali tribals 
who are rarely mentioned in the national press. 


These few pages are, more than anything else, a com- 
pilation of official documents with only marginal comments 
accompanying them. The reader can judge for himself 
whether the Arunachali administrators are living according 
to the constitution of a secular state. Or, does the Govern- 
ment of Arunachal think that Arunachal is not a part of 
India and that the secular constitution of this Motherland 
of ours does not apply in the territory? Are the rulers of 
Arunachal Pradesh confident that the oppression of hundreds 
in this far-off corner of the country will never come to the 
notice of the country asa whole? As the documents will 
show, they have forbidden the building of churches, have 
destroyed many of them and harassed the tribals into 
submission. 


The situation in Arunachal Pradesh and the atrocities 
committed against the tribals and the Harijans in the rest of 
India is a challenge to the conscience of every Indian inter- 
ested in the human rights of the weakest section to live like 
human beings and to decide their own future. These rights 
can never be sacrificed at the altar of the so-called preser- 
vation of their culture, or protection from inducements. They 
are not animals that can be preserved in a zoo for the enjoy- 
ment of tourists. It is their right to decide what aspect of 
their culture should be preserved and what should be given 
up. Others have no right whatever to harass them into 
preserving every aspect of their culture and become 
museum pieces for the enjoyment of tourists. The Hindus of 
this country have changed according to need, so have the 
Christians, Muslims and members of other communities. 
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Why should the tribals of Arunachal Pradesh be deprived of 
this opportunity to let their culture evolve according to 
changing circumstances? 


Whatever the principle the believers in culture try to 
uphold, physical force and religious discrimination cannot 
be tolerated. This booklet tries to bring to the notice of 
every person who stands for human rights, some cases of 
violation of these rights in a far-flung and almost forgotten 
corner of the country. 


In the name of the Christians of India and all men of 
good will we thank those who have put these documents at 
our disposal. Many of them came from the four Christian 
members of the Lok Sabha who visited the territory in April 
1979. Some documents came from the Christians in the 
North-East, from the NCCI, Nagpur and the CBCI, Delhi. 
Only a few representative documents have been chosen for 
publication in this booklet. 


This booklet has made extensive use of two other 
booklets published by the Arunachali Christians. Passages 
and even whole pages have been transferred verbatim, with- 
out any reference given. 


A word of thanks to you, dear reader, since we are con- 
fident that you attach great importance to the right of every- 
one to live like human beings. Thisis the right the tribals 
and the Harijans of this country are often deprived of. This 
dear land of ours can never be considered a great nation as 
long as a section is kept in bondage, and efforts are made to 
perpetuate their servitude inthe name of religion, culture 
and other noble principles. 


CHAPTER I 
THE LAND AND ITS PEOPLE 


What strikes one as one travels through the Union 
Territory is its scenic beauty — green forests, rising mountains, 
gushing streams and the unpolluted waters of virgin rivers. 
With some effort it could easily become a tourist paradise. 


4 


The rivers could be harnessed and cottage industries encour 
aged, i.e. if the Government is interested in the people and 
their socio-economic progress and not merely in safeguar- 
ding the hold of a few vested interests in the name of pre- 
servation of the indigenous culture of Arunachal Pradesh 
(formerly known as NEFA). 


This would require improvement of road and other 
communications. Very little has been done in this regard 
except by the Border Roads Organisation which builds roads 
for national security purposes. The districts of Arunachal 
are not linked with the capital Itanagar directly but only 
through the Assam plains. To go from one district to an- 
other, one has to make a detour to Assam. Moreover, entry 
to the Union Territory requires an Inner Line Permit which 
is not easily granted. This neglect of Arunachal seems to 
be not different from the fate of other north-eastern States. 
During the Assam agitation, for example, when the North- 
Eastern Hill University was closed, the colleges that were 
not affected by the agitation approached many Centra] 
Universities for affiliation since they did not want their 
Students to lose a year. These Universities could have 
granted them affiliation with some modifications to their 
rules, but did not do it. Finally, the Punjab University 
found some clauses that enabled it to grant affiliation to 
these colleges. Would there have been so much _ indifference 
had the students been from Delhi or some other State ? 


The People 


Arunachal Pradesh, with its total population of 6,28,050 
living in 2,500 villages, is the home of some 20 major tribes, 
each having a number of sub-tribes numbering about 70. 


The following table gives the division of the main 
tribes. 


TABLE 1 


District-wise Distribution of Major Tribes in 1981 


eres 


District Population Tribes 


West Komeng 62,946 Monpa, Miji, Aka, Sherdukpen 
East Komeng 42,722 Bangni, Nishi 

Lower Subansiri 113,300 Nishi, Apatani, Hill Miris 
Upper Subansiri 39,406 Nishi, Tangin 

West Siang 74,151 Adi, Memba 

East Siang 70,274 Adi, Khamba 

Dibong Valley 27,716 Adi, Mishmi 

Lohit 69,400 Mishmi, Khamti, Singhpo 
Tirap 128,135 Nocte, Wancho, Tangsa 


Source: Census of India, 1981 


The Monpas, Sherdukpens, Tangsas and Apatanis are 
good agriculturists. In fact the last mentioned can be consi- 
dered experts in wet cultivation. They live in crowded 
villages and grow paddy and millet in abundance. The 
Noctes, Wanchos and Tangsas are very good craftsmen. 


Religion 


Each tribe has its own trend of Religious Beliefs and 
Practices—most of them centred on MOTHER NATURE. 
Their folk-lore praises nature and prays for munificence, 


abundance of food and the well-being of man and live- 
stock. 


In addition to this the Singhphos and the Monpas 
profess Mahayana Buddhism. Also the Khowas are influen- 
ced by Buddhism. The Noctes have got a Tribal Religion of 
their own but some of them profess Vaishnavism. 


Christianity came to Arunachal Pradesh in the 1840’s. 
Consequently, though only a little over 20,000 Arunachalis 


“7 e e . ° e 
are Christians, it has been in the territory for over a 
century. 


Vaishnavism was not the original religion of the 
Noctes but some of them were converted to it. However, 
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the Arunachal Pradesh Freedom of Religion Act has included 
it among the indigenous faiths while Christianity which has 
been in the Union Territory for over a century and in India 
for two thousand years, has been excluded. 


Moreover, statements are often made about the 
“alarming rate’’ of the growth of Christianity in Arunachal 
Pradesh and the rest of North Eastern India. Often these 
are one-sided statements. Let us see the reality. 


ry 


TABLE 2 


The Growth of Religious Communities in the 
North-East 1961-71 


District Growth of Religious Communities 
State Hindus Muslims Buddhists Sikhs Jains 
Goalpara os oo — 182 — 
Kamrup — — = 127 ms 
N. Cachar — — 843 — — 
Mizo Hills — 827 — a — 
Mikir Hills 86 82 — -— _- 
Manipur West 820 — —— — — 
Manipur North 1175 — — 570 — 
Manipur East 356 130 — 433 —~ 
Garo Hills ~- — — — 400 
Kohima — 177 — 207 —- 
— 548 — 


Tripura _ — 


ST SS SS SESS ES SSA HS ES SSS 


Source : Census of India, 1971 


The above statistics should show that this “alarming 
growth’’ is not restricted to Christianity but is equally 
common to all religious communities. 


Christians do not object to the growth of other reli- 
gions. They believe that all have got much to contribute to 
the human and religious growth of every Indian and to the 
progress of our country. They are happy to live in peace 
with all communities. But they protest against this methodi- 
cal misrepresentation of facts to create public opinion 
against one community. A multi-religious country like India 
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cannot survive if some groups are made to feel insecure. As 
Mahatma Gandhi often stated, the country can make 
progress only if there is cooperation between all religious 
communities. This false propaganda is bound to create 
communal tension. 


Moreover the 1971 Census shows that a considerable 
number of Arunachalis are Hindus: Kameng District— 
19.68%, Subansari Dt.—13.32%, Siang District—13.27% and 
Lohit District 49.96%. Verrier Elwin who was fora long 
time adviser to the Government of India on Tribal Affairs, 
had made a thorough study of the peoples of the region. His 
data on the NEFA tribes belonging to the late 1950s does 
not mention Hindus in the Union Territory except the 
Vaishnavites among the Noctes. Hence we ask ‘“‘WHERE 
DID THESE HINDUS COME FROM ?” 


The Government claims that according to a 1953 Union 
Cabinet Order no religious missionary is given the Inner Line 
Permit to enter the Union Territory. Was this order violated 
in favour of Hindus ? Or was the Inner Line Permit given 
generously in order to settle non-Arunachali Hindus within 
the Union Territory ? Or were they allowed to enter without 
the permit ? Or were the Census statistics manipulated in 
order to show that Vaishnavism is an indigenous faith ? 


We do not know what has happened and would like 
to know. Is it possible that all these things happened ? We 
want to know whether there has been discrimination that 
allows a few to enter the Territory and keeps the others out 
of it in the name of Religious Neutrality. We do not object 
to the growth of Hinduism but only protest against discrimi- 
nation against other communities. 


CHAPTER II 
THE “NEFA PHILOSOPHY” 


Apart from special favours shown to a few religious 
groups, Christians have been discriminated against at least 
for the last 20 years. Nearly 50 Churches and Prayer Halls 
have been destroyed. The worst year of what looked like 
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organised repression of Christians was 1974 when 40 villages 
in the Segallee Sub-division of Subansiri district were 
plundered and outrages against Christians committed. These 
incidents went largely unreported in the National Press. 
No action was taken when the victims of this plunder 
complained to the Police and the Government authorities. 
It is alleged that a certain Takar Techi led the anti-Christian 
elements and that the former Lt. Governor Mr. K.A.A. Raja 
played an iniquitous role in the campaign of terror unleashed 
on the Christians. 


The then Lt. Governor R.N. Haldipur promised to 
be neutral and to take action against anti-social elements if 
Such incidents are reported to him. We appreciate this good 
will but would like to point out that in the climate of 
repression let loose by the administration, very few villagers 
would dare approach the Lt Governor. If no Complaint has 
been lodged it is not because no harassment takes place but 
because harassment increases if they lodge a complaint—as 
we shall see later. 


But let us see how it all began. Strange as it may 
sound, when India won her independence, the Christian 
community in Arunachal Pradesh lost theirs. This was not 
the result of a deliberate policy to suppress Christians, but 
of bad implementation of a very good policy called the 
“Philosophy for NEFA” proposed by the anthropologist 
Verrier Elwin who was for many years adviser to the 
Government of India for Tribal Affairs. This policy was 
accepted by Pandit Nehru. However, it was too idealistic to 
be practical. All that the anthropologist said in one part of 
the document was contradicted by the norms given by the 
practical administrator in another part of the same. There 
was no consistency except in the sincere love that Mr. Elwin 
had for the tribal people. It was out of this love for them 
that he suggested that all efforts should be made to preserve 
their culture. 


The Implementation of the Philosophy 


In the actual implementation of the Philosophy for 
NEFA we may notice five distinct phases or traits : 
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1. A genuine concern for the preservation and foste- 
ring of tribal cultures. 


2. An eagerness to isolate the Union Territory from 
any outside influence. 


3. Aneffort at Indianising the tribal people (teaching 
the national Anthem, the national language, 
something about the country’s great men, etc). 


Till now the norms may be acceptable. But some 
administrators went beyond this and identified the country 
with one religion. Thus two more norms were introduced. 


4. An attempt at Hinduisation of the Tribals, feeling 
certain that this would be the best way to 
Indianise them. 


5. A systematic effort to block even the least influence 
of other faiths from penetrating the Union Terri- 
tory, combined with an attempt to suppress the 
communities of these faiths already in existence. 


Thus a good idea became vitiated. A geniuine concern 
for the preservation and fostering of tribal cultures is 
commendable. But the idea of isolation was not practical 
when it came to implementation. The whole set of adminis- 
trators were outsiders; teachers, skilled workers and techni- 
cians of all sorts were from non-tribal societies. So what 
became of the policy of isolation? It was issued by the 
Administration to keep out the people they disliked. Harish 
Chandola, a journalist wrote : ‘‘Why is the Inner Line there 
today ... lam afraid it is there to prevent thinking people 
from going in. Otherwise I have known most objectionable 
characters taken in by some officers who consider themselves 
owners of the frontier’. Of all men to be excluded from the 
area was the Christian preacher, and even any Christian who 
was actively interested in his own religion. 


Next, the effort at Indianising the tribal people took 
the form of an attempt at Hinduising them. Temples were 
put up at government expense. A certain group was invited 
to open schools where Hinduism would be taught. A_net- 
work of Ashrams and institutions in Arunachal and Assam 
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Were subsidized. In’ the early years, children who took ad- 
mission into some Christian institutions in Assam or 
Meghalaya through the personal initiative of the parents, 
would be called back and sent for re-education to some 
other school anywhere in India. Recalcitrant parents would 
be threatened, harassed or bribed, as the wisdom of the 
Administration inspired. This method of bullying the tribal 
people has not quite died out as yet : students are sometimes 
warned that no job will be given them when they pass out 
of a Christian Institution. Scholarships are refused to 
Students studying in Christian schools while the others are 
entitled to scholarships ranging from Rs. 75/- to Rs. 300/-. 


Obviously, this discrimination affects only the common 
Arunachal Tribal, not the decision-making elite. The present 
Chief Minister, for example, had admitted his children in a 
Christian school outside the State. After a question in the 
State assembly, it is reported that he decided to withdraw his 
children from there and shift them to an elite school in Delhi. 
Scholarship does not make much difference to this Category. 
But to the common man it can mean a choice between 
literacy and illiteracy. 


Weeding out Christianity 


Nor did these administrators merely stop with an 
attempt at Hinduisation. They tried to weed out Christianity. 
No outside missionary (not even Indian) was allowed to 
work in the Union Territory. The prophets and preachers of 
Christianity were all local men who had fallen deeply in love 
with Christ. And the religion of Christ spread from man to 
man, from home to home. When the Administration raises 
a hue and cry about “foreign” influence in Arunachal 
Pradesh it makes no sense at all to anyone who knows any- 
thing about the actual situation in that part of the country. 
Not to speak of foreign, even Indian Christian preachers are 
not allowed into the Union Territory ! 


The growth of the Christian community in Arunachal 
was not due to any help it received from ontside. There was 
no Christian inducement to speak of: in fact, all the 
inducement was on the other side. Anyone who gave up 
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Christianity was given’ suitable remuneration. Would-be 
Christians of Arunachal Pradesh went to Assam, Meghalaya 
and Nagaland begging for Baptism, pleading for Bibles, 
eagerly asking for Christian literature. 


CHAPTER II! 


The Freedom of Religion Act, 1978 


This Act seems to legalise the repression of Christians 
rather than undo the harm donetothem. It pretends to 
protect the indigenous faiths. We agree with the Govern- 
ment that it should protect indigenous culture. The tribals 
have a rich culture of their own and nothing should be done 
to destroy it. All efforts should be made to safeguard its 
richness. Any change, if required, should come from them 
and should not be promoted from outside. 


But we protest against a secular state identifying 
religion with any one culture and discriminating against 
some religious groups in the name of the indigenous culture. 
The Arunachali Christians have asserted in their petition to 
the President and in a statement on 11th April, 1979 to the 
MPs’ delegation to Arunachal that they are denied facilities 
available to the others and that they are discriminated 
against because of their religion. Some may imagine that 
these are the acts of a few misguided officials. 


We do not know up to what point this is the official 
policy of the Arunachal Government. But itis alleged that 
a statement more or less on the following lines, was made 
by the Chief Minister in introducing the Bill in the 
Arunachal Assembly in May 1978. In spite of our best 
efforts we have not succeeded in obtaining a copy of the 
Assembly proceedings, so we cannot vouch for the accuracy 


of our information, but he is reported to have stated as 
below : 


i. The Arunachal Pradesh Legislative Assembly unani- 
mously adopted a resolution calling upon the Arunachal 
Pradesh Government to take suitable measures for 
promotion and maintenance of the age-old cultural 
heritage of the territory. It resolved that the resolu- 
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tions adopted by the then Pradesh Council on Sth 
October 1972 and the cultural convention held at 
Pasighat in May 1976 should be urgently implemented. 


According to the resolution adopted by the then 
Pradesh Council on 5th October ‘72 a person belonging 
to an indigenous tribal community of Arunachal 
Pradesh who renounces traditional belief or faith indi- 
genous to the community to which he or she belongs 
and takes to other belief and/or faith should be 
deemed to have deserted the community tribe and to 
have forfeited all facilities, benefits, advantages, consi- 
derations deriving from his or her being a member of 
that tribe/community. The Arunachal Pradesh Deve- 
lopment-cum-cultura] Convention held on May 21, 
1976 at Pasighat unanimously passed a similar resolu- 
tion. The resolution Says that any person belonging to 
any of the indigenous tribes and communities of 
Arunachal Pradesh, who renounces the indigenous 
belief and faith and takes to other belief should be 
deemed to have deserted the community and forfeited 
the facilities, benefits, advantages and considerations 
deriving from his or her being a member of that tribe 
Or community. The resolution also urges upon the 
Government of Arunachal Pradesh to take immediate 
and effective steps for implementation of the 
resolution. 


In pursuance of the resolution passed by the Assembly, 
the Government intends to issue orders that for the 
present the following special benefits as are available to 
indigenous people of Arunachal Pradesh will not be 
available to such tribal people who have renounced 
their indigenous faith and got converted into any faith 
which is not indigenous to the territory : 


(i) Post-Matric and Post Secondary stipends as avai- 
lable to Arunachal students in the Post-Matric and 
Post-Secondary stipends as available to any other 
Scheduled Tribe shall however be not treated asa 
special benefit. 
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(ii) Stipend Rs. 75/- p.m. in lieu of ration as available 
to boarders of hostels attached to the Higher 
Secondary, Middle and Inter- Village Schools inside 
Arunachal Pradesh. 


(iii) Special preference ‘given to Arunachal Tribal con- 
tractors in the matter of allotment of the contract 
(such as road buildings, construction on work order 
basis without having to deposit security and pre- 
ferential treatment to the extent of 74% above the 
lowest quota rate). 


This statement makes strange reading. It would indi- 
cate that some old resolution has been ressurected to justify 
an Act meant to discriminate against acommunity. The 
statement notes that the Arunachal Assembly had urged 
urgent action on this matter in 1972. No action was taken 
immediately either by the Assembly or by the Government, 
thus indicating that it was not such an urgent matter after 
all. Bat all of a sudden in 1978 there seems to have arisen a 
new urgency to implement a resolution passed six years 
earlier. We fail to understand the circumstances that 
changed the situation and created a new sense of urgency. 


Moreover, the statement claims to implement the reso- 
jutions of a cultural convention held in 1976. Under whose 
auspices was this convention held ? What right does sucha 
convention have to dictate terms to a legislature ? Has the 
Arunachal Assembly become a tool in the hands of a few 
fanatical elements that can stage-manage a pseudo-cultural 
convention, passa resolution and dictate terms to the 
Legislative Assembly ? Is the Legislative Assembly ruled by 
the Indian Constitution or by a few fanatical elements that 
convene meetings in order to pass resolutions ? 


Similarly, wrong information is sometimes circulated 
in order to confuse people. For example, it was believed 
that Mr. J.P. Jugli, the only Christian M.L.A. in the 
Arunachal Pradesh Assembly (at that time), sponsored the 
Freedom of Indigenous Bill, now Freedom of Religion Act 
1978. This Report is totally unfounded. Mr. Jugli had made 
some remarks about the need of preserving tribal culture. 
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But some anti-Christian elements eagerly pounced upon his 
words and twisted them out of shape to mean that he intro- 
duced the Bill. It was the Chief Minister himself who 
introduced the Bill. Mr. J.P. Jugli spoke out strongly 
against it but to no avail. The Bill was passed without a 
serious debate. 


Implementation 


This Bill that became Law in October 1978 was imple- 
mented with great zeal. As we shall see later, Christian Houses 
of Worship have been destroyed while special concessions 
are made in favour of Temples belonging to what are called 
indigenous faiths. Weare second to none in holding that 
indigenous culture should be safeguarded. But a secular 
state cannot identify culture with a given faith and cannot 
discriminate against some religions or show special favours 
to others in the name of Culture. 


Bishop Denied Entry 


Also actions taken after the Act was passed have been 
justified in the name of very old resolutions of the Unton 
Cabinet. For example, the Catholic Bishop of Tezpur was 
refused entry into Arunachal Pradesh to celebrate Christmas 
1978 with his Christians. This was done in the name of a 
resolution dating back to 1950. 


The constitutionality of this resolution can be question- 
ed. That apart, while this resolution only forbids entry of 
missionaries to preach and propagate their faith, in 1978 the 
local administration used it to forbid the entry of an Indian 
Bishop to celebrate a religious feast with Christians. A very 
broad and uncalled for interpretation is given to old laws, 
thus indicating that it is planned discrimination. The Bishop 
wanted to celebrate Christmas with existing Christians and 
not enter the territory in order to convert others. But he is 
not allowed entry as is seen in this reply to Fr. Job 
Appathara’s application. 


oo 
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GOVT. OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 
SUBANSIRI DISTRICT 


No. €2790/262 Dated : Ziro, the 27th November 78 


TQ: 


The Reverend Father Job Appathara 
Catholic Church 
North Lakhimpur (Assam) 


Sir, 


| am in receipt of your letter dated 4th october 1978 in connec- 
tion with issue of Inner Line Permits to you and Bishop Rt. Rev. Joseph 
Mittathany for conducting religious services in the villages around 
Ziro during the last week of December next. 


In this connection, | am to inform you that as per Government's 
instruction (Resolution of the Union Cabinet of 26th May, 1950) no 
missionary also are allowed to enter Arunachal Pradesh for preaching 
of religion. Since the Proposed visit of the Bishop is for conducting 
religious services it is regretted that no Inner Line Permits can be 
issued to him, 


Yours sincerely, 

Sd/- (dt. 27-1-78) 
B.S. Kharayat 

Deputy Commissioner 
Subansiri District, Ziro. 


Besides, the local Christians are not allowed to celeb- 
rate their feasts. Ags Christmas 1978 approached, the 220 
Christians of Lekhi (Subansiri District) and the surrounding 
village asked the local authorities for permission to celebrate 
Christmas in the village, but were refused permission. 
Their village Church had been down burnt in 1974 and cows 
now shelter in portions that survived the flames. Hence they 
were compelled to spend their Christmas night in the cold of 
the forests since they had nowhere else to celebrate the feast 
of the birth of Christ. Also the 430 Christians of Ganga 
village and a few other communities had a similar experience. 


Government Orders Destruction of Churches 


On March 27th, 1979 the then Home Minister Shri 
H.M. Patel stated on the floor of the Lok Sabha that there 
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was no harassment of Christians in Arunachal Pradesh. He 
described the allegations of large scale destruction of 
Churches ‘‘fantastic nonsense”. But what has been descri- 
bed as FANTASTIC NONSENSE is a historic fact, and what 
has been flatly denied, actually took place. Furthermore, 
neither the demolition of individual] Churches, nor the 
harassment of individual Christians was an administrative 
lapse due to some over-zealous Officer, but part of an over- 
all policy. 


It is often alleged that Churches are destroyed legally 
because they are built without prior permission. We do 
not want to elaborate on this allegation but only wish to give 
official correspondence to show that when permission is 
asked, it is denied to Christians. Take for example the case 
of Yoglu Village in the Ziro division of Subansiri district. 
After an official notification, permission was sought for the 
construction of a Church but this was denied. The 
Christians who required a place of Worship built a simple 
hut worth about Rs. 50/- but this was demolished. It may 
be noted that we are not aware of a single instance of per- 
mission granted to build a Church: But we have in our 
possession many official orders denying this permission when 
sought, or ordering the destruction of Churches. 


GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH OFFICE OF THE 
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER: SUBANSIRI DISTICT: ZIRO 


ORDER 


Dated: Ziro the 11th December, 1975. 
Memo: No. C2790/75/27 


This is for general information of all that prior permission of the 
Government of Arunachal Pradesh is required before any place of 
worship such as churches, temples and mosques, is made failing 
which action will be taken to demolish them as unauthorised building. 

Permission is however, not required for building of houses to 
traditional worship, such as DONIPOLO EUGYANG. 


Gaon Boras, etc., are requested to give wide publicity to this 
order within their villages. 
Sd/- (J M Syiem) 
Deputy Commissioner 
Subansiri District, Ziro 
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Copy to: 


1. All GBs in Subanisri District. (For wide 

2. The Executive Engineer, Ziro. circulation 

3. The Asstt Executive Engineer, in their 
Doimukh offices). 

4. The Asstt. Engineer, Ziro 

5. The D.C.1.0. SIB, Ziro 

6. Notice Board. 


Sd/- 
Deputy Commissioner 
Subansiri District, Ziro. 
11/12 


Camp Ambam: 16 January 1976 


To 
Shri Likha Takam, GB of Yoklu 


In spite of orders that no place of worship is to be made with- 
out previous permission, it is found that under your leadership a Church 
has been made in your village during the second half of December 
last. 


| have asked the GB of Paru and the member Ancnal Samity of 
Yoklo village, Shri Tokon Eja and Lichi Kojum to explain to you that 
the Church must be demolished at once. Please do so and let me know 
by 28th inst. positively in my office. 


Sd/- J M Syiem 
Dy. Commissioner Subansiri Dist. 
16/1 


ee ee 


The Deputy Commissioner Ziro : 
Subansiri Dt. Arunachal! Predesh 
Dated : Ziro the 25th January, 1976 


Sir, 


on behalf of Yoglu Church members would like to draw the 
following for kind Consideration and necessary action please. Refe- 
rence to your order Memo, No. C2790/75/27 dated Ziro the 11th 
December 1975, stating that no worship place or Church should be 
established without prior permission from the Government. 
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Therefore, | highly request you please to issue a permission for 
Yoglu Church as their Church has been established in the year of 
1970. 


Yours faithfully, 
Shri Lod Tapu, (Pastor) 
Yoglu Village, Ziro II 
Subansiri District, Arunachal Pradesh, 


GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 
SUBANSIRI DISTRICT : ZIRO 


No : C2790/75 
Dated Ziro the 28th January 1976 


With reference to his petition dated 25th January, 1976, Shri 
Lod Topa of Yoglu village is hereby informed that no permission can 
be given for construction of a Church in his village. He has also been 
explained personally about this today. 


Sd/- (J M Syiem) 
Deputy Commissioner 
Subansiri District, Ziro. 
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To 

Shri Lod Topa 

Yoglu Village, Ziro II 

Copy to the G.B. Yoglu Village 


ee 


OFFICE OF THE CIRCLE OFFICER, PALIN CIRCLE 
GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 


MEMORANDUM 


It has come to my knowledge that inspite of the instruction con- 
tained in the Deputy Commissioner, Ziro order No. C2790/75/27 dated 
12.12.75 issued to all Panchayat Leaders and GBs. of this Circle, some 
people of Rakso, Redang and Cholo are contemplating to erect a 
Church at Rakso village violating the above order of the Deputy Com- 
missioner, Ziro, It is also learnt that this type of activities are resulting 
in some social discontentment among some sections of people of the 
said villages. Some influential leaders of these three villages are, there- 
fore, asked hereby to instruct those concerning section of people not 
to erect any Church or to demolish if any such building has since been 


constructed. 
Sd/- (M. Ray Hajong) 
Circle Officer Palin, 
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Memo No. PA/CON. 1/37-47 Dated Palin, the 27th Dec. ‘76 


Copy to :— 


Shri Dobo Tayang, EH-ASM Rakso. 

,  Byabang Mangha GB 

,, Dari Kagi, GPM Rakso 

,  Bril Kame, ASM, Rakso (For wide 
Byabang Taro, G B Radeng publication 
Byabang Heri, GPM, Redang and compliance) 
,,  Byabang Rui, Radeng 

, vtakem Kha, G B Cholo 

,, Byabang Bangso, Rakso 

,»  Takem Laniang, GPM, Cholo 

,,  Byabang Tara, G B Rakso. 


eh Se US CO Co ON tan OND) x 


—_— — 


Sd/- 
Circle Officer, Palin 
Subansiri District 
24/12/76 
The above documents are not an exception to the rule. 
The same orders have been issued also in other districts. 
The administrators issue them as part of official policy. 


GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 
TIRAP DISTRICT, KHONSA 


No. CA24/77 Dated: Khonsa, the 15th March ‘77 


To 

Shri Longkhap Merang Yanger 

Executive Secretary 

Tirap Baptist Churches Council 

Lakla, P.O. Jagun 

Via-Margherita. 
Sir, 

It has come to notice that you are thinking of constructing a 
Church near Sonking village of this District. 


You are hereby informed that no Church/Temple can be con- 
structed without prior permission of the Government. 


Kindly acknowledge receipt of this letter. 


Yours faithfully, 
(Smt. Vinecta Rai) 
Addl. Deputy Commissioner 
Tirap District, Khonsa. 
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COMMUNITY HEALTH CELL 
326, V Main. | Bleck 
| Koramengala 
Copy to :— Bangalere-560034 
The Secretary to the India 
Lt. Governor, Raj Niwas 
Itanagar for information 


(Smt. Vinecta Rai) 
Addl. Deputy Commissioner 
Tirap District Khonsa 
Why does a copy of this order have to go to the 

Secretary to the Lt. Governor? Did the former Lt. Governor 
Mr. K.A.A. Raja have a Special interest in keeping himself 
informed of these happenings ? The Arunachali Christians 
allege that the former Lt. Governor was very much behind 
those who harassed Christians and that he Set up an anti- 
Christian administration. Is that the reason why the 
administrators found it necessary to keep him informed of 
their deeds ? We do not know—and we would like to know. 


*“‘Kutcha Church” 

On 27th March 1979, Shri Patel reluctantly admitted 
that a kutcha Church was demolished by some people who 
had gone back from their Christian faith to their original 
tribal religion. | 

WHY A KUTCHA CHURCH? Because, pucca 
Churches are not allowed in Arunachal Pradesh. In fact the 
erection of any type of Church or place of worship is for- 
bidden in the Union Territory, except those that belong to 
the indigenous faiths. If you start building without 
permission, yours is an unauthorised construction and you 
will be given demolition orders. You may challenge the 
authorities for a while and build a kutcha hut. But you may 
not be tolerated. 7 


CHAPTER IV 
REPRESSION OF CHRISTIAN TRIBALS 


From this correspondence readers can judge for them- 
selves whether there has been discrimination and destruction 
or not. Building of Churches is forbidden. When asked, 
permission is refused. This was before the enactment of the 
Freedom of Religion Act, 1978. The situation has deteriora- 
ted since then. 
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Till 1978, anti-social elements had destroyed many 
Churches. Even presuming that they had official backing, 
these acts could be considered illegal and criminal. But 
since 1978 when the Bill became law, they have received 
official sanction. Already in October, when the Bill was 
signed, the Deputy Commissioner of Tirap renewed the order 
forbidding the construction of Churches. 


ees ee eee ee eee 


GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 
TIRAP DISTRICT: KHONSA 


No. CA. 24/78/43 Dated: Khonsa the 16th Oct. ‘78 


This is for general information of all concerned that no house of 
worship, other than those in respect of the traditional faith, will be 
allowed to be constructed hereafter without prior permission of the 
Government. 


Sd/- J.M. Syiem 
Deputy Commissioner 
Tirap District : Khonsa 


Sentiments of the Tribals 


That this was not an idle order, but was followed up 
by the other officials who ordered the destruction of 
Churches, can be seen from the following order to the 
Songking officials. This is but one of many such orders. 


Shri Patel claimed that it was in consideration for the 
sentiments of the Tribal people that the erection of Churches 
were not allowed. The contrary is the truth. 


Permission was refused even when the majority 
of (and in some cases all) the people of a village were 
Christians. For example at Songking, (Tirap Dt), where all 
the villagers were Christians and nobody’s peace was distur- 
bed, a demolition order came in spite of that. If there was 
any consideration for the sentiments of the tribal people, 
the administration would not have done that. 
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GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE EXTRA ASSTT. COMMISSIONER : 
TIRAP DISTRICT MIAO 


(SECRET) 
~ No. M/CON-7/75/78/422-45 Dated, Miao, the 9th Nov. ‘78 
To 
1. The GB 
2. The Secretary, (TBCC) 
Songking. 
Sir, 


Enclosed please find herewith the copy of office memo 
No. CA/24/78/43 Dt. 16-10-78 from the Deputy Commissioner, Khonsa 
for favour of your information and strict compliance. 


Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- (B. Barua) 
Extra Asst. Commissioner, Miao 
Dt. 9-11-78 


(J.M. Syiem’s order of 16th October, 1978, which is given on p. 22 
was enclosed), 


That the officials did not take these reminders as a 
formality but were committed to their implementation can 
be seen from the following order to the Songkind village 
officials. It followed within two weeks after the previous 
letter. 


URGENT 


GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE EXTRA ASSISTANT 
COMMISSIONER: MIAO 


No. M/CON-7/75-78/12268 Miao, the 22nd Nov ‘78 
NOTICE 

It is to remind you that construction of any religious temple/ 

church other than those of indigenous faith has strictly been prohibited 

as per order of the Deputy Commissioner, Khonsa which was forwarded 


to you vide this office letter No. M/CON-7/75-78-461-39 dated 
25/10/78. Itis learnt from reliable sources that one church is being 
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constructed in your village. Please ensure that no construction of any 
church/temble be taken up in your village and if any structure has, 
meanwhile, been erected, the same should be immediately demolished 
as per order of the Deputy Commissioner, Khonsa. A copy of the letter 
No. CA-24/78-43 dated 16th Oct ‘78 received from the Deputy 
Commissioner, Khonsa is also enclosed herewith again for your 
immediate compliance. 


Please confirm action taken on the matter failing which neces- 
sary action will be taken as per law. 


Encl: As stated Sd/- (B. Barua) 
Extra Asstt. Commissioner 


The tribal people North-East India are extremely 
tolerant in matters of religion. They are unlikely to object, 
if one of their fellow-villagers accept a new religion. It is 
very common to see in the same family members belonging 
to different religious persuasions. Such a thing would be 
unthinkable in most other parts of India. The usual reply 
one receives from parents, friends and relatives on matters 
of religion is: ITIS UP TOHIM. It is uptoeach one to 
decide for himself or herself what religion is suitable. In 
Such a society it is not easy to accept that fellow-villagers 
burnt down a Church without bribes and threats and active 
encouragement from someone else. Has that someone 
perhaps been the man of the administration ? 


The demolition of Churches has hurt the sentiments of 
two sets of tribals: the Christians who lost their places of 
worship; and the people who demolished them, who were 
compelled to act against their convictions. That much for 


the respect that has been shown to the sentiments of the 
tribal people. 


The reader will notice the contrast between this order 
and the instructions sent to the Secretary for Supply and 
Transport. Arunachal Pradesh Government asking him to 
issue 600 bags of cement from the public quota for the 
construction of a Buddhist temple. We do not object to 
favours shown to the Buddhists but only want to know why 
Christians are discriminated against. 
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GOVT. OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR’S SECRETARIAT, ITANAGAR 
NO. LG. 11/77 (Part II) 


Dated: Itanagar the 5th October, 1973 


From: 


Shri T.P. Khaund 
Secretary to Lt. Governor 
Itanagar. 


To: 


The Secretary 
Supply and Transport, Govt. of AP 
Shillong. 


Sub: Release of cement from public sale quota 


Sir, 


| am directed to enclose herewith a copy of an application from 
Shri Samchom Ngemu, General Secretary, Tangsa Singhpho Cultural 
Society P.O. Namchik, Tirap District, Arunachal Pradesh about release 
of 600 bags of cement required for construction of a Buddhist temple 
at Kharsang. 


2. The Buddhist temple at Kharsang is very important project 
and has to be completed expeditiously. | am, therefore, directed to 
request you kindly to instruct the Deputy Commissioner, Tirap District, 
Khonsa Cultural Society as early as possible. 


Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- T.P. Khaund 
Secretary. 


Memo No. LG. 11/77 (Part 11) Dt. Itanagar the 5th October ‘73. 
Copy to :— 


The Deputy Commissioner, Tirap District, Khonsa along witha 
copy of application from the General Secretary, Tangsa-Singhpho 
Cultural Society for information. He is requested kindly to arrange 
600 bags of cement to the Society for construction of a proposed 
Buddhist temple at Kharsang. 


2, Shri Samchom Ngemu, General Secretary, Tangsa-Singhpho 
Cultural Society, P.O. Namchik, Kharsang, Tirap District, for 
information. 


Sd/- T.P. Khaund, 
Secretary 


Arrests and Harassment 


In the Changlang village, just when the Church was 
destroyed, three persons, Mr. Hanjung Jugli, Mr. Tubhim 
Jugli and Mr. Hopgbam Jugli were arrested on 2Ist 
February, 1979 and were kept in jailfor a full month. We 
do not want to elaborate further on this but only give below 
the statement made by Mr. Hapjung Jugli. This statement 
was made to the Members of Parliament who visited 
Arunachal Pradesh in April 1979. We have kept his language 
untouched for we prefer to let the victims of injustice speak 
for themselves rather than reinterpret their feelings in our 
own words. 


To 
The Hon’ble MPs Study Team 
Dated: 16th April 1979 


Sub: Persecution and torture of the Church 
Hon'ble MPs, 


With due respect | on behalf of Lungrang Church Changlang 
Sub-Division Titap would like to lay following a few points before you 
for favour of your necessary action please. 


That Hon’ble MPs, we have accepted the Christianity by our own 
desire. But after taking Baptism we three of us were given a notice 
to come to Changlang E.C.S office quarter guard Changlang. for thirty 
days. While we were in the quarter guard the Local Leaders had pulled 
down our Church. After that we were released and they had forced 
us to give up the Christianity and accept the Local tradition evil wor- 
ship, otherwise we would be hanged up and shoot dead. Also we were 
warned not to go out from our village. But hearing your arrival to 
Miao, some how | could come out to meet you to express Our persecu- 
tion given by the Local Leaders. 


I therefore cordially request before you to judge cited above. 
| shall be highly appreciated for your great sympathy and necessary 
action please. 


Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- Soi Hapjung Jugli 
on behalf of Lungrang Church, 
Changlang. 


Sn eee 
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Here is another letter by the Arunachal Christians to 


the MPs and another petition to the President sent through 
the MPs. 


To 


The Members of Parliament 


Camp: Ziro, Dated 13th Adril, 1979 


Sub: The Arunachal Pradesh Freedom of 
Religion Act, 1978 


Sir, 


We the persecuted and sufferer Christians of Subansiri District 
would like to draw your Sympathetic consideration and necessary 
action in to the following few fines : 


The Arunachal Pradesh Freedom of Religion Act passed without 
proper Consent of the other members has deprived of the freedom of 
religion, liberty of thought, expression, belief and worship from the 
citizens of Arunachal Pradesh guaranteed by the glorious Constitution 
of India (Article 25). From the year 1969 to 79 Christians are per- 
Secuted in Subansiri District severely, 47 Churches and 277 
dwelling houses were burned down and more than 120 Persons were 
physically assaulted and tortured. 194 number's granaries, 106 pigs, 
145 Mithuns, 223 goats and 1092 fowls were lost and Rs. 40,948/- 


cash money was forcibly taken away from the Christians as they were 
Christians. 


In support of the ‘ACT’ a_ strike was launched on 5-8-78 at 
Yasali, Subansiri District, as a result Chuiya and Site Village Church 
were burned down and huge number of domestic animals were killed 
and looted by persecutors under the leadership of Shri Bangia Tolum 
and Shri Sangia Takam of Yasali. 


The following Christians were tortured physically : 


Shri Likha Takka, Pania Village 
Shri Taba Chaba, Chulu Village 
Shri Taba Takhi, Chulu Village 
Shri Taba Taj, Chulu Village 

Shri Bangia Robi, Chulu Village 
Shri Bangia Tagar, Chulu Village 
Shri Bangia Taotum, Chulu Village 
Shri Taba Sonn, Chulu Village 
Shri Bangia Yotou, Chulu Village 
Shri Likha Tadu, Ted Village 


We therefore, strongly demand your honour to fulfil the following 
demands (A). All forms of harassment against Christians in Arunachal 
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Pradesh must be stopped immediately. (B) Full religious freedom must 
be ensured to all citizens of Arunachal Pradesh as guaranteed under 
the constitution. (C) Those who suffered loss of properties physically 
injured at the hands of lawless elemets must be fully compensated and 
rehabilitated. (D) Immediate permission for construction of churches 
must be issued. (E) The Arunachal Pradesh freedom of Religions Act, 
1978 must be repealed. 


Yours faithfully, 

Sd/- (Kach Toko) 
For Subansiri Baptist Christian Convention, 
Subansiri District, Arunachal Pradesh. 


To 
The President of India, New Delhi 
(Through the Members of Parliament) 
Camp: Ziro dated the 12th April 1979 
Sub: The Arunachal Pradesh Freedom of Religio 
Act, 1978 
Sir, 


We the undersigned representatives of the various Public Leaders 
and others feel it our bounded duty and responsibility as citizens of 
India to express our deep concern over the possible outcome, especial- 
ly if the Arunachal Pradesh Freedom of Religion Act, 1978 is imple- 
mented which was passed without proper consent of the other members 
of the Assembly, it is denying to the residents of Arunachal Pradesh the 
Freedom of Religion, guaranteed by the Constitution of India. 


Judging from the adverse reaction that the Act has caused in the 
people we clearly see that, it caused division and encouraged the spirit 
of antagonism and fanaticism among the people instead of cementing 
us into one unified people and nation that all the well-wishers of 
India, and those who have sacrificed their lives in the past have been 
dreaming of and striving for, and which noble Spirit is enshrined in the 
Constitution of this great country itself. We very much regret to note 
that the spirit behind the Act runs counter to the spirit of our Constitu- 


tion, that it may well lead to bigotry and religious persecution in 
Arunachal Pradesh. 


By the Act, the secular nature of our Constitution that has been 
solemnly pledged and actually assured to all the citizens of the country, 
LIBERTY OF THOUGHT, EXPRESSION, BELIEF, FAITH AND 
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WORSHIP” has been gravely undermined with unpredictable consequ- 
ences and one of the Fundamental Rights guaranteed by the Constitu- 
tion which is ‘Freedom of Conscience and free Profession, practice and 
Propagation of religion’ (Article 25) has been deliberately set aside, 
and it will lead to disunity among the people of Arunachal Pradesh and 
dissatisfaction with the Government, because it is unfair in its dealing 
with certain sections. 


We leaders of public of Subansiri District of Arunachal Pradesh 
strongly request for the repeal of said Act, and humbly ask your honour 
to maintain and ensure peace and amity, progress and development in 
the country for all time to come and preserve the spirit of the 
Constitution. 


Yours humble citizens 
Sd/- Mudang Lalung, Tage Tatung, 
Gyati Takka, Tasso Grasu, Nanichalla, 
Tadar Taniang, Benggia Hemanta. 


Tribals Reconverted 


Many, including the former Home Minister have stated 
that the Churches were destroyed by persons “who had re- 
converted themselves” to their ancestral faith. The above 
Statements and memoranda are a few among many other 
Cases in which Arunachal Christians claim that they were 
forced to renounce their Christian faith. These and other 
documents would show that in most cases, the destruction of 
Churches was not a Spontaneous reaction of local leaders. 
Hapjung Jugli and the other two allege that imprisonment 
and threats were used to compel them to renounce Christian- 
ity at least externally. Who master-minded this type of “‘re- 
conversion of Christians into their Original religion?” 


These cases do not look like exceptions but part of a 
bigger pattern. If the Christians persevere in their faith, 
the local leaders, with the encouragement of outsiders, even 
expel them from the village. One such recent case is given 
below. 


es ee 
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To 
The Deputy Commissioner, Khonsa, Arunachal Pradesh 


Subject: To take necessary action before 31st August 1978 for the 
resolution against Christians. 


Sir, 


We the Wancho Baptist Association state the following for your 
kind and necessary immediate action. 


That the anti-Christian activities are going on against the 
Christian minority at Mopaghat village in Kanubari area. 


A public meeting was held at Kanubari camp on 20th August 
1978. The meeting led by the area public leaders and Rajas. And 
they have resolved that all Christians from Mopaghat must leave their 
home before 31st August 1978, otherwise, their houses will be burnt 
down and will take action against Christians. 


We therefore request your honour to give protection to save us 
from this anti-Christian activities. 


We honour the Indian Constitution and want to live with all 
people in peace. We have nothing to do against other religions. 


Therefore we request your honour to act without delay in order 
to avoid troubles between the Christians and the non-Christians. 


Yours faithfully, 
Wancho Baptist Church Council 
(7 Signatories) 

Dated 24th August 1978 


Copy to: 


10 authorities 


As we know from documents cited already, Chris- 
tians may not even be tolerated in the deep jungles. Since 
they were not tolerated in their village, some Christians fled 
2 oe Here is an order asking them to vacate that 
and. 
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GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER : MIAO 


No : FOR/CASE/77/14763-65 Dated: Miao, the 25th Feb. '77 
To 


Shri Nokam Kimching, G. B., Songking Village 
Shri Cherung Lungphi, Retired P.I., Songking Village 
Shri Longkhap Kimching, Songking Viilage 


Reports received that you have encroached Forest Land far away 
from your village at a distance of one and a half Km. and starting 
clearing jungles and making buildings in deep jungles to settle some 
villagers with the intention to acquire Government Forest Land without 
the specific order from the competent authority. You should be aware 
of the fact that this kind of occupation is highly illegal and you should 
restrain yourselves from such illegal activities. 


You are hereby directed to stop illegal activities of clearing 
jungles and constructing buildings. In case you have constructed any 
buildings on those areas, you must dismantle those immediately and 
vacate the area completely. The vacation report of the area must be 
submitted to the undersigned within 7 days on receipt of the letter, 
failing which legal action will be taken against you. 


(P. C. Das) 
Extra Assistant Commissioner 
Miao Sub-division : Miao 
Tirap District. 


They are not tolerated in the village or the forest. They 
are not easily given jobs. The Arunachali Christians allege 
that Mr. Takar Techi was the brain behind the harassment 
of Christians, destruction of their homes, property and 
Churches, mainly in 1974. The same person instructed the 
Executive Engineer, Itanagar, not to give any contracts to 
Christians. 


He writes in his capacity as Chairman of a social welfare 
convention. Is this the type of convention whose orders the 
Chief Minister accepted while introducing the Freedom of 
Religion Bill 2. Whose writ runs in Arunachal Pradesh—a 
constitutionally elected government or these conventions ? 


Ts a 8 


To 
The Executive Engineer 
Capital Project Civil Division No. (1) 


CPWD Itanagar : Doimukh Camp 
Arunachal Pradesh 


Subject: List of Contractors of Sagalee-Doimukh truckable road 
Sir, 


| have the honour to submit the list for the Sagalee-Deimuk 
truckable road to you. You are requested to distribute the road site 
according to the list of contractors and you kindly adjust them inthe 
road site. 


The Christian contractors should not provide road work as they 
are foreign agents. Because they are getting money from foreign aid. 
Such anti-nation or anti-social activities should not get any business 
within Arunachal Pradesh. According to the Fundamental Rights 
Act of 1978. Because they are supplying the Indian Government's 
activities to the foreign Governments against Act of 1978 as for 
example the following members were sent to Siblong and Nagaland to 
report against the Government of Arunachal Pradesh to foreign 
Government from 8-11-78 and returned on 19-11-78. 


(14 names are given) 
Above mentioned Contractors should not provide Road-side 
Work or other business as they are anti-nation leaders. 
(78 names are Suggested for the work) 


The following given members are selected for the action Com- 
mittee. They are requested to contact the contractors when work 
will be distributed in the road sites. If the contractors will disturb or 
create trouble to the engineers, the action Committee members will 
solve the problems. The names of the members are furnished below. 


(10 names are given) 


Yours faithfully 
Sd/- (Takar Techi) 
Chairman, Sagalee- Doimukh 
Social Welfare Convention 
Itanagar (A.P.) 


Copy To: 


1. To all ministers of A.P. for your kind information. 
2, The Chief Secretary, the Secretary I.G., the E.A.C. 
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3. The Circle Officer, Doimukh for kind information. 


4. The Assistant Engineer, Doimukh Sub-division to kindly 
mention above information. 


Takar Techi 
Chairman, Doimukh-Sagalee 
Social Welfare Convention 
Itanagar, Arunachal Pradesh. 


CHAPTER V 
THE NEW ADMINISTRATION 


Change of Governor 


There appeared a sign of hope in the appointmens of 
Mr. R. N. Haldipur as the Lt. Governor of Arunachal 
Pradesh. Infact, in a letter to Mrs. Rano Shaiza, M.P., 
dated May 3, 1979, he wrote: 


As mentioned to you personally, the aggrieved persons or those 
who feel that they are interfered with are free to meet me at any 
time and place their cases before me. 


We appreciate this goodwill. But as mentioned above, 
very few villagers would dare meet the Lt. Governor per- 
sonally, for fear that they be harassed still more. It should 
be remembered that democracy is very young in Arunachal 
Pradesh. The first elections were held thirty years after 
Independence. The ruling groups are also unused to the 
ways of democracy and are surprised that anyone should 
speak up or differ fromthem. The administration used to 
stop their young men and women from receiving education 
outside the Union Territory, except in a few handpicked 
institutions. The more enlightened and liberal-minded 
sections are beginning to wake up, and they deserve our 
support. 


At present the oppressed lack support. Many petitions 
have been sent to the Deputy Commissioners but no action 
has been taken on them. Very often the police department 
seems equally inactive. We give below only one case of a 
complaint lodged with the police but ignored by them. It 
relates to an exceptionally high fine charged from a Christian 
individual for the sins of his community. The receipt of this 
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complaint at the police station on February 12, 1979, was 
acknowledged but no action was taken, and a reminder had 
to be sent two months later. We are not aware of any 
action taken on this reminder, but we only hope that some 
action has been taken. 


To 
The Circle Officer, Mebo. 
Dated : Kiyit, the 12th Feb. ‘79. 
Sub: Petition for untolerable fine imposed to Christian Society 
as per Adi traditional fine system (Kumsung salik) 
Sir, 


We the Christian Society of Kiyit Village have the honour to lay 
the following few lines for favour of your kind consideration and 
necessary action please. 


2. That Sir, the villagers of Kiyit Village have taken 90 (ninety) 
tins of Paddy from the godown of Shri Kakir Megu of Kiyit, at mid- 
night on 22-1-79 as fine to Christian Society of Kiyit as a whole for 
not going in the (Ampi Kiruk) hunting, and sold out the paddy. It has 
been done by the instigation of Shri Pajing Tayeng, Shri Toki Megu, 
Shri Karmem Portin as they are the ring leaders. In this Sir, we have 
seen that not only 90 (ninety) tins but more than 100 (hundred) tins of 
paddy they have taken from the godown. 


3. As per our Adi traditional law (Kumsung saliknam) also we 
have never heard and Seen such heavy fine taken from a single family 
in the name of whole Society. To our knowledge only Two or Four 
tins may be fined and other utensils may be taken as fine but looting 
@ godown in the name of Whole Society at mid-night is really a 
serious offence. 


4. To our knowledge, it is clear that giving great troubles to 


Single family in the na me of whole Christian Society has been done 
only in the interest of Single persons. 


leaders told us that all harassment given to Christian Society has been 
done as per order by the Government Officer. 


So, we the Christian Society request your honour to take an 
immediate action in the matter as they are doing against the Constitu- 
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tion of India. If not, we are bound to suspect all government officers 
as the root of all happenings. 


Your early action is solicited, 


Yours faithfully, 
Shri Akodong Pertin. 
Shri Oling Ratan. 
Christian Society of Kiyit Baptist Church 


To COM™’UNITY HEALTH CELL 


276, Noy 
The Circle Officer V Mein. | Bleck 


Siang District Mebo. Koramong la 
Dated Kiyit the 3rd April 1979. Banga!ere-569@34 
India 


Sub: Reminder petition for untolerable fine imposed to Christian 
Society as per Adi traditional fine system (Kumsung Salik). 


Sir, 


We the Christian Society of Kiyit village regretly inform you 
that, we-have submitted a petition to you for- proper justice. But 


uptil now, there has not yet been any action for the said mentioned 
cases. 


Therefore, we the Christian Society of Kiyit village have the 
honour to request you kindly to take the matter as early action is 
solicited. 

Yours faithfully, 
Shri Adodong Pertin. 
Shri Oling Ratan. 
Christian Society of Kiyit Baptist Church 


The New Government 


In the meantime, there have been two changes of 
elected governments. In general, the wide publicity given 
to the harassment of Christians in Arunachal Pradesh when 
the O.P. Tyagi Bill was in Parliament, prevented the full 
scale implementation of the Act for some time. Under the 
Tomo Riba Government (PPA, People’s Party of Arunachal) 
the Christians enjoyed a period of peace. In the general 
elections the Congress (I) came to power in Arunachal 
Pradesh. But the party and the Government were led by 
people who had been in power in 1978, though under a 
different flag. Hence we could not expect a real change in 
policy. There was a period of uncertainty both on the part 
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of the officers and the Arunachal Government. However, as 
soon as the present Government felt safe in the saddle, it 
reverted to its former ways. Ministers began threatening to 
implement the Act in full seriousness. Officers began haras- 
sing Christians. 


GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER : 
TIRAP DISTRICT, KHONSA 


No. CA 128/79 Dated : Khonsa, 12 June ‘80 
CIRCULAR 


It is observed that, in Spite of instructions issued from this office, 
the houses of worship other than those relating to the indigenous faiths 
of Arunachal Pradesh are being constructed in the District without 
obtaining prior approval from the undersigned. It is therefore, pro- 
claimed in accordance with the government's instruction conveyed 
vide No. LG/R-59/79 dated 16th August ‘79 that no place of worship 
other than those relating to the indigenous faiths of Arunachal Pradesh 
as defined in sub-sec (c) of Section (2) of the Arunachal Pradesh 
Freedom of Religion Act 1978 should be constructed without obtaining 
prior approval from the undersigned. Any one found indulging in such 
illegal construction shall be liable for Prosecution. 

Sd/- (Ashok Kumar) 
Deputy Commissioner 
Tirap District 


Khonsa. 
Memo No. CA. 128/79 Dated : Khonsa 12th June 80 
Copy to: 
1. All Chiefs, GBs, Anchal Samity Members of the District 
2. The ADO, Changland. ) with sufficient spare copies for 
3. The EAC, Longding/Miao ) issuing to all the Chiefs, GBs, 
4. TheCo, Kanubari/Manmo/__) Leaders & Anchal Samity 
Nampong/Diyun/Bordumsa/ ) Members of the villages under 
Vijoynagar/Namsang/ ) their jurisdiction. 
Pongohau/Wakka/Laju ) 


5. The DIPRO, Khonsa for wide publicity. 


The EAC (Hq)/EAC (Jud) Khonsa for information. 
7. The SP Khonsa for information. 


- 


Sd/- (Ashok Kumar) 
Deputy Commissioner 
Tirap District 
Khonsa. 
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Destruction of the following Churches immediately 
after the order confirms the Christians in their belief that the 
order was not only aimed at stopping the erection of new 
Churches, but also at the crippling of the Christian commu- 
nity in Tirap. 

June 24, 1980 MOPAGHAT Church 

June 26, 1980 LONGPHO Church 

July 2,1980 JOPSA Church 


July 28, 1980 OSEM Church 


To all letters of protests from the various Christian organi- 
Sations, the Chief Minister and the other Arunachal 
authorities replied that the Christian community in 
Arunachal Pradesh enjoyed full freedom. Apparently the 
government officers in Arunachal Pradesh have stereotyped 
phrases for answering all types of embarassing letters with 
regard to freedom of religion. 


The most shocking of all events was the destruction of 
the Church at Nokfan. The account we have has been veri- 
fied by counter-checking with several Christians who were 
present at the event. Even the speeches made by the anti- 
Christians have been recorded by our Christian young men. 
This is what the Christians state in a letter to the Chief 
Minister, 


1. Itistruethat on 24th June, 1980, Mopaghat Church 
was burnt down under the following initiation, 
Shri Nokchung ex-MLA, Shri Naulai and Shri 
Tonlong. 


2, On 26th June, Longpho Church was destroyed under 
the same leaders. Mr. Barua, government teacher, was 
also involved in it. The intruders took away 5 pigs, 
one cow from the Christian houses. 


3. On 2nd July 1980, Jopsa Church building was 
destroyed. 


4, On 26th July 1980, 3 religious houses dismantled at 
Nokfan village in the presence of Circle Officer, 
Kanubari MLA and leaders. 


37 


GN 


On the 28th July 1980, the same party burnt down two 
houses of worship at Osem (New Rosa). 


The total destruction of Church buildings is 9 in five 
villages. 


In the same letter, the local Christians claim that the 
leaders who harass the Christian community receive 
thousands of rupees from the Government in the name of 
social service. The Christians affirm that they chose Christia- 
nity voluntarily and that they only demand a right to live 
according to the Indian Constitution and protection from 
intruders. 


Soon after the destruction of the Nokfan Church the 
Bishop of Dibrugarh, Rt. Rev. Robert Kerketta, wrote to 
the DC of Tirap asking for an Inner Line Permit for visiting 
the village where 360 out of 400 people are Catholics. He 
was kept waiting for four months. Finally in answer to his 
fifth letter he was told that he could not visit the area. He 
was told that the authorities had consulted the local people 
and leaders. But it was precisely the local people and the 
local MLA who were asking for the Bishop. 


Rt. Rev. Robert Kerketta, DD. 
Bishop’s House 
Dibrugarh-786 001 

Assam, India. 


20th November, 1980 


To 
The Hon. Chief Minister, 
Arunachal Pradesh. 

Sub: “Inner Line permit’’ for entry into Arunachal Predesh to give the 
necessary religious help to the Christians there. 

Sir, 


With due respect | have the honour to bring to your notice the 
following: 
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There are more than twenty villages in Tirap District alone with 
Christians. It is my duty to cater to their religious needs. According 
to law, those of us from outside Arunachal need Inner Line Permits to 
enter the Union Territory. My Staff and | have been asking for them 


from March ‘80 onwards. But so far we have not received any answer 
whatever. 


On 20th March, Fr. Cyriac N. had asked the Deputy Commissio- 


ner, Khonsa for I.L. permit to go to Borduria during Easter Festival, 
But he did not receive any answer whatever. 


On 5/8/80 again | had asked for the same to the Deputy Commis- 
sioner, Khonsa. But no answer came. 


On 3/9/80 again | asked the Chief Secretary of Arunachal for the 
Same...again no answer, , 


On 9/10/80 again with great hope | had asked your honour, the 
Chief Minister of Arunachal, for the same. It is regretful that even such 
an eminent person as you have not only not issued the permit but have 


not even answered my request. The Christian community feels very 
much hurt by it. 


Sir, India is a secular state. The Constitution guarantees our 
basic right to propagate and to practise our religion. To us it looks 
rather ironic that in a secular country we are not able to practise our 


religion freely, while even in atheistic countries Christmas is allowed 
to be celebrated. 


The season of Christmas is approaching. And so, | request you 
Sir, that we be given the necessary permits to visit our Christians in 


Arunachal and to cater to their spiritual needs during the Christmas 
season. 


We are making this request now for the 5th time. 


Hoping to get a positive reply from you soon, 


Yours sincerely, 
Rt. Rev. Msgr. Robert Kerketta, SDB, DD. 
(Bishop of Dibrugarh diocese) 


copies to: 


Honourable President of India 

Hon. P.M. of India 

Hon. Home Minister of India 

The Lt. Governor of Arunachal Pradesh 

The Chief Ministers of the N.E. States of India 


2Fron> 
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To 


Sir, 


=S©2N® 


The Minorities Commission 

Mr. Purno Sangma, Minister 

Mr. Alexander Warjiri M.P. 

The Catholic Bishops’ Conference 

The N. East India Action Committee for Religious Freedom 


The Press. 


GOVT. OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 
TIRAP DISTRICT 


KHONSA 


No. CA 24/78/136 
Dt. Khonsa, the 5th Dec. ‘80 


Bishop Robert Kerketta, 
Bishop's House, 
Dibrugarh-786001 


Kindly refer to your letter dated 5th August ‘80 for permitting 


the following persons to visit Nokfan village in Kanubari Circle : 


1. Rt. Rev, Mgr. Robert Kerketta 
S/o Elias Kerketta. 
2. Rev. Fr. Thomas Menamparampil 
S/o C. Menamparampil. 
3. Rev. Fr. Joseph Pallikunnel 
S/o Mathew P. 
4. Rev. Fr. Joseph V.M. 
S/o Mathew V.M. 
5. Rev. Fr. J. Ganlavi 
S/o Louis G. 
6. Blassius Tigga 
S/o Simon Tiga 
7. Michael Ekka, 
S/o P. Ekka. 
In this connection | am to State that the views of the local 
leaders and people were Obtained in this regard and as they do not 


40 


think the visit of the above named persons will be desirable, | am to 
request you to inform them that they may not visit Nokfan. 


Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- (Ashok Kumar) 
Deputy Commissioner 

Tirap District 
KHONSA 


_— eee 


GOVERNMENT OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH 


1.P. Gupta 
Chief Secretary 


Itanagar-791111 
No. CS/POL (R)/80 
13.12.80 


To 


Rt. Rev. Mgr. Robert Kerketta, SDB, DD. 
Bishop’s House, 
Dibrugarh-786001 


Sub : ‘Inner Line’ permit for entry into Arunachal Pradesh to give the 
necessary religious help to the Christians there. 


Sir, 

Kindly refer to your letter dated the 20th November 1980 
addressed to the Hon'ble Chief Minister on the subject noted above. 
The Deputy Commissioners are authorised to issue inner line permits to 
Indian nationals for visiting any place within their administrative 
jurisdiction. In the matter of issue of i inner line permits to persons for 
religious purposes, the Deputy Commissioners are expected to keep in 
view the need for maintaining social peace and avoiding any clash of 
culture. Besides, he has to take into account the views of the local 
leaders in regard to such visits. The concerned Deputy Commissioner 
will consider your request for issue of inner line permit in the light of 
the above instructions. 


Yours faithfully, 
sd/- 
(1.P. Gupta) 
Chief Secretary. 


ss ee ee 
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Returning to the destruction of the Nokfar Church, 
Prof. Alexander Warjri MP was assured by the P.M. that 
action would be taken against the culprits. But in fact it is 
precisely innocent Christians who have several cases against 
them, while the criminals who pulled down the Church go 
scot free. The local Christians claim to have evidence to 
show that the group that pulled down the Church has been 
receiving assistance from the DC’s court. A delegation of 
Christian MPs were given an assurance by the Home Minister 
that Christian priests would be allowed to visit their flock 
for Christmas 1980. In fact, not even a single priest was 
allowed entry into Arunachal Pradesh. Even more, specific 
orders were given to the checkposts to prevent precisely 
those who had applied. 


Moreover, as late as 5th January, 1981 an order was 
passed by a First Class District Magistrate ordering a person 
to appear before his court because he had committed the 
offence of conversion of religious faith. 


Whereas complaint has been made before me that Shri Mankai 
Wangau of Chansa village, Kanubari circle, Birsa District, Arunachal 
Pradesh has committed the offence of conversion of religious faith 
punishable under section 4 of Arunachal Pradesh Freedom of Religion 
Act 1978 and it has been returned to a warrant of arrest thereupon 
issued that the said Mankai Wangau cannot be found, and whereas it 
has been shown to my satisfaction that the said Mankai Wangau has 
absconded (or is concealing himself to avoid the service of the said 
warrant) 


Proclamation is hereby made that the said Mankai of Chansa 
village, Kanubari circle is required to appear before me Shri M. Sulger 
Judicial Magistrate First Class, Knansa to answer the said complaint on 
on the 21st day of January 1981. 


Dated, this 5th day of January 1981. 


Sd/- 
(M. Sulger) ADC (DEV) 
Judicial Magistrate 
First Class 


Memo No. GR-19/80 Dated Khansa the 5th Jan ‘81. 


Copy to :- 


1. The Superintendent of Police, Khansa for information and 
necessary action. 
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2. The Officer-in-charge, Police Station, Kanubari for inform- 
ation and to publish the Proclamation in a proper manner. 


3. The Circle Officer, Kanubari for information and necessary 
action. 


4. Office notice board. 


Sd/- 
M. Sulger 
Judicial Magistrate 
First Class 


CONCLUSION 
_ A QUESTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS 


These few pages have tried to highlight the plight of 
the Arunachali tribals. We see this not as an isolated 
incident but part of a regular pattern of oppression. We ex- 
press our unhappiness at the violation of the human rights 
of the Harijans and tribals in India, especially in Arunachal 
Pradesh which is rarely mentioned by the mass media. The 
voice of the tribals and the Harijans is rarely heard except 
when major atrocities are committed against them. We view 
the Arunachal Freedom of Religion Act 1971, as one more 
attempt by vested interests to keep the tribals in their 
clutches on the pretext of safeguarding indigenous culture. 
We consider the following elements of the Act specially 
objectionable. 


1. An artificial distinction is made between the so 
called indigenous and non indigenous faiths. Based on this 
distinction, Sikhs, Muslims, Christians, Parsees and Jains 
are not allowed to celebrate their feasts. In spite of repeated 
requests, no Christian priest is granted permission to enter 
the territory of Arunachal Pradesh to celebrate Christmas 
and Easter, the two major feasts of the 20,000 Christians 
there. The priests, all of whom are Indians, sought  per- 
mission not to preach to non-Christians but only to cater 
to the religious needs of the Christians and to celebrate the 
feasts as desired by the local population. 
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2. Students are deprived of the freedom to attend the 
school of their choice, by restricting scholarships only to 
students going to schools run by a few hand-picked so-called 
indigenous organisations and depriving those going to 
Christian and other schools of scholarships. This is dis- 
crimination against the common Arunachali because the 
officials coming from outside Arunachal and the elite among 
the Arunachalis can afford to send their children to any 
school of their choice. 


3. The local Christians are harassed and are forced to 
flee to jungles for the sole crime of changing their religions. 


A theocratic state like Pakistan allows Sikhs from 
India to go on pilgrimage to their shrines in Pakistan. Even 
China, a Marxist State, is open to the idea of Hindu pilgrims 
visiting the Mansarovar and Kailash shrines in Tibet. But 
the citizens of a territory of the Indian secular state are 
unable to celebrate their major religious feasts, and are 
arrested for the sole crime of changing their religion. 


4. The so-called indigenous faiths alone are allowed to 
build their houses of worship. When others put up huts for 
worship, they are destroyed. 


5S. Those whodo not belong to the so-called in- 
digenous faiths are discriminated against in giving contracts 
for construction by the Public Works Department. In a 
secular state, the criterion for assigning any contract should 
be the quality of their work and not the contractor’s 
religion. 


Whatever the past history, Christians are prepared to 
forget it as a bad dream if they see some hope of change for 
the better. They do not demand special privileges but only 
want that : 

—Actual harassment must stop; 
—Cases based on the Freedom of Religion Act, 1978, 
must be withdrawn; 


—People must be free to put up places of worship and 
their religious leaders be allowed to come to perform 
_ their rituals; 
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—Local preachers must be free at least to preach to their 
fellow Christians and those friends who like to know 
about the Christian faith; 


—AII should be allowed to go to the school of their 
choice. 


As things stand, those who do not belong to the so- 
called indigenous faiths are treated like second class citizens 
and even like criminals. We request the Union Government 
and the Lt. Governor not to wait for complaints. Probably 
they will never come. As long as many administrators and 
others like teachers and police are communal-minded per- 
sons, those who dare complain against injustice will continue 
to be terrorised by those who should be protecting them and 
their rights. 


Besides, there certainly is inducement offered for them 
not to become Christians, and for Christians to renounce 
their faith and join the ancestral or indigenous faiths. They 
are made to feel that they are not Indians. But ina memo- 
randum to the Members of Parliament, on April 11, 1979, 
the Christians of the Subansiri district stated: 


We believe that Christians in Arunachal Pradesh are also citizens 
of India who deserve equal protection of law under the Constitu- 
tion of India. We believe also that every Indian is free to profess, 
practise and propagate a religion of his choice under Article 25 
of the Constitution, But it appears that the Constitution of 
India does not apply in Arunachal Pradesh as if it is outside of 
India which we fail-to understand. It is therefore, our ardent 
hope and expectation that an august body like the Parliament 
of India would take interest to see that the laws of India are 
also enforced in far flung Arunachal Pradesh. We trust also 
that the Hon‘ble Members of Parliament now touring Arunachal 
Pradesh would address themselves to the task of finding 
out the truth about our past and present allegations of 
Systematic persecution o! Christians in Arunachal Pradesh and 
recommend to the appropriate authorities to take action for the 
redress of our long-standing grievances and complaints which 
are already in the hands of the Government authorities. 


What has been said so far is not merely the concern of 
Arunachal Pradesh and its Christian community. It con- 
cerns India and every Indian. It concerns the simple 
villagers who do not know how to defend their legitimate 
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rights in public forums and in law courts. It concerns com- 
munities who, after three decades of freedom, have yet to 
enjoy its benefits. It concerns people who have become out- 
casts of society during that period. 


Today, there is a re-awakening among these people. 
The few young men who have been to school and the fewer 
who have been to college are just beginning to make their 
voice heard. But they need the support of their fellow 
Indians in other parts of the country, so that their voice may 
not bea cry in the wilderness. The case of Arunachal 
Pradesh is an instance of methodical suppression of a whole 
population in the name of the preservation of the so-called 
indigenous culture. We expect positive action from the 
Government of our secular state. 


The Christians of this country are aware of the good- 
willof the majority of Indians. Pluralism and_ religious 
tolerance have been the tradition of this country for many 
centuries. We do not accuse Hindus of discrimination, but 
only state that a few fanatical elements have joined local 
vested (not even necessarily religious) interests in suppressing 
the human rights of the rest of the Arunachali population. 


Given this methodical discrimination, we the Christians 
of India join all men of good will and all who stand for 
human rights, in rejecting the Arunachal Freedom of 
Religion Act, 1978 because of the danger it poses to com- 
munal peace and harmony in this land-of many faiths, be- 
cause of the sense of insecurity it creates in a sensitive border 
area and because it violates the human rights of the 
Arunachali tribals. 
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